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Helena,  Montana  59620  September  15,  1993 

Environmental  Quality  Council,  Capitol  Building,  Helena  59620 

Director's  Office,  Dept.  of  Health  and  Environmental  Sciences,  Room  CI  08,  Cogswell  Building, 

Helena  59620-0901 
Director's  Office  Montana  Dept.  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks, 

Parks  Division,  1420  E.  6th  Avenue,  Helena  59620 

Fisheries  Division,  490  N.  Meridian  Rd.,  KalispeU  59901 

Wildlife  Division,  490  N.  Meridian  Rd.,  Kalispell  59901 

Regional  Information  Officer,  490  N.  Meridian,  Kalispell  59901 
State  Historic  Preservation  Office,  Montana  Historical  Society  225  N.  Roberts,  Veteran's 

Memorial  Building,  Helena  59620-1201 
Montana  State  Library,  1515  E.  6th  Avenue,  Helena  59629-1800 
Jim  Jensen,  Montana  Environmental  Information  Center,  PO  Box  1184,  Helena  59624 
Janet  Ellis,  Montana  Audubon  Council,  PO  Box  595,  Helena  59624 
Lake  County  Commissioners,  Lake  County  Courthouse,  Poison   59860 
Lake  County  Land  Services,  Lake  County  Courthouse,  Poison   59860 

Ladies  and  Gentlemen: 

The  enclosed  Environmental  Assessment  (EA)  has  been  prepared  for  access  road  overlay  and 
widening,  shoreline  stabilization,  and  boat  sewage  dump  station  at  Flathead  Lake  State  Park- 
Finley  Point  in  Lake  County,  and  is  submitted  for  your  consideration.  Questions  and  comments 
will  be  accepted  until  October  15,  1993.   All  comments  should  be  sent  to  the  undersigned. 


DC/nb 

Enclosures 

c:   Flathead  Wildlife,    Inc. 
Flathead  Basin  Commission 
D&C  Bureau 
Mary  Ellen  McDonald 
Clint  Blackwood 


MEPA/NEPA/HB495  CHECKLIST 

PART  I.    PROPOSED  ACTION  DESCRIPTION 

1 .  Type  of  Proposed  State  Action   Road  repair,  shoreline  retaining  wall  installation  and 
boat  sewage  dump  station  at  Flathead  Lake  State  Park-Finlev  Point 

2.  Agency  Authority  for  the  Proposed  Action     MCA-23-2-101 


3.  Name  of  Project  Finlev  Point  Access  Road  Overlay  &  Widening,  Shoreline 

Stabilization,  and  Boat  Sewage  Dump  Station 

4.  Name,  Address  and  Phone  Number  of  Project  Sponsor  (if  other  than  the  agency)     N/A 

5.  If  Applicable: 

Estimated  Construction/Commencement  Date  Road-October.  1 993:  Shoreline  and  Boat 
dump-March.  1994 

Estimated  Completion  Date   May.  1994 


Current  Status  of  Project  Design  (%  complete)    Road,  boat  dump-100%;  Shoreline- 

50% 

6.  Location  Affected  by  Proposed  Action  (county,  range  and  township)   Lake  County, 
Sec.  18.T23N,  R19W 

7.  Project  Size:  Estimate  the  number  of  acres  that  would  be  directly  affected  that  are 
currently: 

(a)  Developed:  (d)         Floodplain _0_  acres 

residential _0_  acres 

industrial _0_  acres  (e)        Productive: 

irrigated  cropland _Q_  acres 

(b)  Open  Space/Woodlands/  dry  cropland    _0_  acres 

Recreation _0_  acres  forestry _0_  acres 

rangeland    _0_  acres 

(c)  Wetlands/Riparian  other    _0_  acres 

Areas _0_  acres 

8.  Map/site  plan:  attach  an  original  8  1/2"  x  11"  or  larger  section  of  the  most  recent 
USGS  7.5'  series  topographic  map  showing  the  location  and  boundaries  of  the  area 
that  would  be  affected  by  the  proposed  action.  A  different  map  scale  may  be 
substituted  if  more  appropriate  or  if  required  by  agency  rule.  If  available,  a  site  plan 
should  also  be  attached. 

See  attached  map. 

Rev.  3/93 


9.        Narrative  Summary  of  the  Proposed  Action  or  Project  including  the  Benefits  and 
Purpose  of  the  Proposed  Action. 

The  road  overlay  and  widening  project  consists  of  repairing  approximately  700  lineal 
feet  of  existing  paved  road  and  widening  it  to  a  standard  20  foot  width  to  match  the 
remainder  of  the  roadway  which  was  completed  in  1991. 

At  that  time  funding  was  not  available  to  repair  the  entire  length  of  the  access  road 
and  since  then  storms  and  record  rainfall  have  caused  severe  erosion  of  the  original 
cutbanks  and  deposits  of  mud  and  silt  onto  the  roadway  as  well.  The  project  will 
provide  for  proper  drainage,  sloping  and  revegetation  of  old  cut  slopes. 

See  attached  application  for  Federal  Aid  (AFA's)  Item  I.  Need  and  III  "Expected 
Benefits"  for  summaries  of  the  dump  station  and  shoreline  protection  projects. 

10.       Listing  of  any  other  Local,  State  or  Federal  agency  that  has  overlapping  or  additional 
jurisdiction. 

(a)  Permits: 

Agency  Name Permit Date  Filed/# 

U.S.  Corps  of  Engineers  404 

Tribal  Lakeshore  Protection  Office    Lakeshore  Construction 

Lake  County  Land  Services  Lakeshore  Construction 

(b)  Funding: 

Agency  Name Funding  Amount 

U.  S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  $153,750 


(c)         Other  Overlapping  or  Additional  Jurisdictional  Responsibilities: 
Agency  Name Type  of  Responsibility 

N/A 


1 1 .  List  of  Agencies  Consulted  During  Preparation  of  the  EA:  The  Department  of  Health 
and  Environmental  Sciences  (Water  Quality  Bureau),  the  Environmental  Quality 
Council.tthe  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  and  the  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks 
(Design  and  Construction  Bureau),  the  Salish-Kootenai  Tribal  Lakeshore  Protection 
Office,  Lake  County  Land  Services 


PART  II.  ENVIRONMENTAL  REVIEW 


PHYSICAL  ENVIRONMENT 


9  LAND  RESOURCES 
Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated0 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown 

None 

Minor 

Potentially 
Significant 

►  a.  Soil  instability  or  changes  in  geologic 
substructure? 

X 

X 

See 
narrative 

b.  Disruption,  displacement,  erosion,  compaction, 
moisture  loss,  or  over-covering  of  soil  which  would 
reduce  productivity  or  fertility? 

X 

X 

See 
narrative 

►  c.  Destruction,  covering  or  modification  of  any 
unique  geologic  or  physical  features? 

X 

d.  Changes  in  siltation,  deposition  or  erosion  patterns 
that  may  modify  the  channel  of  a  river  or  stream  or  the 
bed  or  shore  of  a  lake? 

X 

X 

See 
narrative 

e.  Exposure  of  people  or  property  to  earthquakes, 
landslides,  ground  failure,  or  other  natural  hazard? 

X 

f.  Other 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 
See  attached  AFA  section  "Environmental  Considerations." 
PHYSICAL  ENVIRONMENT 


W.  AIR 
Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown 

None 

Minor 

Potentially 
Significant 

►  a.  Emission  of  air  pollutants  or  deterioration  of 
ambient  air  quality?  (also  see  13  (c)) 

X 

b.  Creation  of  objectionable  odors? 

X 

c.  Alteration  of  air  movement,  moisture,  or 
temperature  patterns  or  any  change  in  climate,  either 
locally  or  regionally? 

X 

d.  Adverse  effects  on  vegetation,  including  crops,  due 
to  increased  emissions  of  pollutants? 

X 

e.4For  P-R/D-J  projects,  will  the  project  result  in  anv 
discharge  which  will  conflict  with  federal  or  state  air 
quality  regs?   (Also  see  2a) 

X 

f.  Other 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Air  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 


^  Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  impact 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 
►  Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

♦  Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.   Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

♦  ♦  Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 


PHYSICAL  ENVIRONMENT 


3.  WATER 

Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown0 

None 

Minor 

Potentially 
Significant 

►  a.  Discharge  into  surface  water  or  any  alteration  of 
surface  water  quality  including  but  not  limited  to 
temperature,  dissolved  oxygen  or  turbidity? 

X 

b.  Changes  in  drainage  patterns  or  the  rate  and  amount  of 
surface  runoff? 

X 

X 

See 
narrative 

c.  Alteration  of  the  course  or  magnitude  of  flood  water  or 
other  flows? 

X 

d.  Changes  in  the  amount  of  surface  water  in  any  water 
body  or  creation  of  a  new  water  body? 

X 

e.  Exposure  of  people  or  property  to  water  related  hazards 
such  as  flooding? 

X 

f.  Changes  in  the  quality  of  groundwater? 

X 

g.  Changes  in  the  quantity  of  groundwater? 

X 

h.  Increase  in  risk  of  contamination  of  surface  or 
groundwater? 

X 

i.  Effects  on  any  existing  water  right  or  reservation? 

X 

j.  Effects  on  other  water  users  as  a  result  of  any  alteration 
in  surface  or  groundwater  quality? 

X 

k.  Effects  on  other  users  as  a  result  of  any  alteration  in 
surface  or  groundwater  quantity? 

X 

1.  ♦  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  will  the  proiect  affect  a  designated 
floodplain?    (Also  see  3c) 

X 

X 

See 
narrative 

m.  ♦For  P-R/D-J.  will  the  project  result  in  anv  discharae 
that  will  affect  federal  or  state  water  quality  regulations? 
(Also  see  3a) 

X 

n.  Other: 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Water  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

See  attached  AFA  secion  "Environmental  Consideratins." 


O  Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  impac' 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 
►  Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

♦  Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

♦  ♦  Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 


PHYSICAL  ENVIRONMENT 


4.  VEGETATION 
Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown 

None 

Minor 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Changes  in  the  diversity,  productivity  or  abundance 
of  plant  species  (including  trees,  shrubs,  grass,  crops, 
and  aquatic  plants)? 

X 

b.  Alteration  of  a  plant  community? 

X 

c.  Adverse  effects  on  any  unique,  rare,  threatened,  or 
endangered  species? 

X 

d.  Reduction  in  acreage  or  productivity  of  any 
agricultural  land? 

X 

e.  Establishment  or  spread  of  noxious  weeds? 

X 

f.  ♦  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  will  the  project  affect  wetlands,  or 
prime  and  unique  farmland? 

X 

g.  Other: 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 


♦ 
♦  ♦ 


Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  impact 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 

Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1a  (ARM) 

Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.   Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 


PHYSICAL  ENVIRONMENT 


►  5.  FISH/WILDLIFE 

Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment 
Index          l| 

Unknown 

None 

Minor 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Deterioration  of  critical  fish  or  wildlife  habitat? 

X 

b.  Changes  in  the  diversity  or  abundance  of  game  animals 
or  bird  species? 

X 

c.  Changes  in  the  diversity  or  abundance  of  nongame 
species? 

X 

d.  Introduction  of  new  species  into  an  area? 

X 

e.  Creation  of  a  barrier  to  the  migration  or  movement  of 
animals? 

X 

f.  Adverse  effects  on  any  unique,  rare,  threatened,  or 
endangered  species? 

X 

g.  Increase  in  conditions  that  stress  wildlife  populations  or 
limit  abundance  (including  harassment,  legal  or  illegal 
harvest  or  other  human  activity)? 

X 

h.  ♦  ♦For  P-R/D-J.  will  the  project  be  performed  in  anv  area 
in  which  T&E  species  are  present,  and  will  the  project 
affect  any  T&E  species  or  their  habitat?    (Also  see  5f) 

X 

i.  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  will  the  project  introduce  or  export  anv 
species  not  presently  or  historically  occurring  in  the 
receiving  location?    (Also  see  5d) 

X 

j.  Other: 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 


HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


6.  NOISE/ELECTRICAL  EFFECTS 
Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown 

None 

Minor0 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Increases  in  existing  noise  levels? 

X 

b.  Exposure  of  people  to  serve  or  nuisance  noise  levels? 

X 

c.  Creation  of  electrostatic  or  electromagnetic  effects 
that  could  be  detrimental  to  human  health  or  property? 

X 

d.  Interference  with  radio  or  television  reception  and 
operation? 

X 

e.  Other: 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 


Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  impact 


has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 
►  Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

♦  Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

♦  ♦  Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 


HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


7.  LAND  USE 

Ipil  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown 

None 

Minor0 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Alteration  of  or  interference  with  the  productivity  or 
profitability  of  the  existing  land  use  of  an  area? 

X 

b.  Conflicted  with  a  designated  natural  area  or  area  of 
unusual  scientific  or  educational  importance? 

X 

c.  Conflict  with  any  existing  land  use  whose  presence 
would  constrain  or  potentially  prohibit  the  proposed 
action? 

X 

d.  Adverse  effects  on  or  relocation  of  residences? 

X 

e.  Other: 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 


HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


8.  RISK/HEALTH  HAZARDS 

Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown0 

None 

Minor 

Potentially 
Significant 

^B  Risk  of  an  explosion  or  release  of  hazardous 
substances  (including,  but  not  limited  to  oil,  pesticides, 
chemicals,  or  radiation)  in  the  event  of  an  accident  or 
other  forms  of  disruption? 

X 

b.  Affect  an  existing  emergency  response  or  emergency 
evacuation  plan  or  create  a  need  for  a  new  plan? 

X 

c.  Creation  of  any  human  health  hazard  or  potential 
hazard? 

X 

d.  4For  P-R/D-J,  will  anv  chemical  toxicants  be  used? 
(Also  see  8a) 

X 

e.  Other: 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  ! 

Secondary  Effec 

ts  on  Land  F 

tesources  (Att 

ach  additional  pag 

es  of  narrative  if 

needed): 

▼  Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  impact 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 
►  Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

♦  Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.   Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

♦  ♦  Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 


HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


9.  COMMUNITY  IMPACT 

Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment 
Index          ' 

Unknown 

None 

Minor 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Alteration  of  the  location,  distribution,  density,  or 
growth  rate  of  the  human  population  of  an  area? 

X 

b.  Alteration  of  the  social  structure  of  a  community? 

X 

c.  Alteration  of  the  level  or  distribution  of  employment 
or  community  or  personal  income? 

X 

d.  Changes  in  industrial  or  commercial  activity? 

X 

e.  Increased  traffic  hazards  or  effects  on  existing 
transportation  facilities  or  patterns  of  movement  of 
people  and  goods? 

X 

f.  Other: 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 


HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


10.  PUBLIC  SERVICES/TAXES/UTILITIES 
Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated0 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown 

None 

Minor 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Will  the  proposed  action  have  an  effect  upon  or 
result  in  a  need  for  new  or  altered  governmental 
services  in  any  of  the  following  areas:  fire  or  police 
protection,  schools,  parks/recreational  facilities,  roads 
or  other  public  maintenance,  water  supply,  sewer  or 
septic  systems,  solid  waste  disposal,  health,  or  other 
governmental  services?  If  any,  specify: 

X 

( 

b.  Will  the  proposed  action  have  an  effect  upon  the 
local  or  state  tax  base  and  revenues? 

c.  Will  the  proposed  action  result  in  a  need  for  new 
facilities  or  substantial  alterations  of  any  of  the 
following  utilities:  electric  power,  natural  gas,  other  fuel 
supply  or  distribution  systems,  or  communications? 

d.  Will  the  proposed  action  result  in  increased  used  of 
any  energy  source? 

►  e.  Define  projected  revenue  sources 

• 

►  f.  Define  projected  maintenance  costs. 

•  * 

g.  Other: 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

*See  pp  5  &  6  of  attached  AFA's 
**See  pp  5  &  6  of  attached  AFA's  (road  $501 /yr)  (boat  dump  $400/yr) 


O  Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  impact 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 
►  Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

♦  Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

♦  ♦  Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 

8 


HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


►  11.  AESTHETICS/RECREATION 
pxill  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown 

None 

Minor*3 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Alteration  of  any  scenic  vista  or  creation  of  an 
aesthetically  offensive  site  or  effect  that  is  open  to 
public  view? 

X 

X 

See 
narrative 

b.  Alteration  of  the  aesthetic  character  of  a  community 
or  neighborhood? 

X 

►  c.  Alteration  of  the  quality  or  quantity  of 
recreational/tourism  opportunities  and  settings?  (Attach 
Tourism  Report) 

X 

d.  4For  P-R/D-J,  will  anv  designated  or  proposed  wild 
or  scenic  rivers,  trails  or  wilderness  areas  be  impacted? 
(Also  see  11a,  11c) 

X 

er 

e.  Other: 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

See  attached  AFA  section  "Environmental  Considerations." 
HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


12.  CULTURAL/HISTORICAL  RESOURCES 
^'ill  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown 

None 

Minor 

Potentially 
Significant 

►  a.  Destruction  or  alteration  of  any  site,  structure  or 
object  of  prehistoric  historic,  or  paleontological 
importance? 

X 

b.  Physical  change  that  would  affect  unique  cultural 
values? 

X 

c.  Effects  on  existing  religious  or  sacred  uses  of  a  site 
or  area? 

X 

d.  ♦  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  will  the  project  affect  historic  or 
cultural  resources?  Attach  SHPO  letter  of  clearance. 
(Also  see  12. a) 

X 

e.  Other: 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 


► 
♦ 
♦  ♦ 


Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  impact 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 

Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 


HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


13.  SUMMARY  EVALUATION  OF 
SIGNIFICANCE 

Will  the  proposed  action,  considered  as  a 

whole: 

IMPACT0 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 

Comment     4 
Index 

Unknown 

None 

Minor 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Have  impacts  that  are  individually  limited,  but 
cumulatively  considerable?  (A  project  or  program  may 
result  in  impacts  on  two  or  more  separate  resources 
which  create  a  significant  effect  when  considered 
together  or  in  total.) 

X 

b.  Involve  potential  risks  or  adverse  effects  which  are 
uncertain  but  extremely  hazardous  if  they  were  to 
occur? 

X 

c.  Potentially  conflict  with  the  substantive  requirements 
of  any  local,  state,  or  federal  law,  regulation,  standard 
or  formal  plan? 

X 

d.  Establish  a  precedent  or  likelihood  that  future  actions 
with  significant  environmental  impacts  will  be 
proposed? 

X 

e.  Generate  substantial  debate  or  controversy  about  the 
nature  of  the  impacts  that  would  be  created? 

X 

f.  4For  P-R/D-J,  is  the  project  expected  to  have 
organized  opposition  or  generate  substantial  public 
controversy?  (Also  see  13e) 

X 

q.  ♦  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  list  anv  federal  or  state  permits 
required. 

* 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

*See  Parti,  #10. 


O  Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  impact 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 
►  Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

♦  Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

♦  ♦  Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 
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2.  Description  and  analysis  of  reasonable  alternatives  (including  the  no  action  alternative)  to  the  proposed  action  whenever 
alternatives  are  reasonably  available  and  prudent  to  consider  and  a  discussion  of  how  the  alternatives  would  be  implemented: 

The  alternative  to  repairing  the  access  road,  building  a  retaining  wall,  and  a  boat  dump  station  would  be  to  continue  to  allow 
fusion,  siltation  and  fecal  pollution  of  Flathead  Lake.  This  could  present  a  negative  environmental  impact  as  well  as  a  major 
expense.  The  cost  of  future  repairs  and  the  time  it  would  take  would  not  assist  in  dealing  with  years  of  impacts  (high  water 
levels).  A  do  nothing  alternative  would  also  result  in  a  potentially  substantial  revenue  loss  to  the  park  system  and  more 
importantly  continued  degradation  of  water  quality  and  the  loss  of  recreation  to  the  many  boaters  who  would  utilize  the 
facilities.  While  there  are  many  other  types  of  materials  that  could  be  used  in  the  construction  of  roads  and  retaining  walls, 
the  type  described  are  the  most  cost  effective.  (See  attached  site  plan  and  cost  estimates.)  There  will  be  no  materials  used 
that  would  cause  negative  water  quality  impacts. 

3.  Evaluation  and  listing  of  mitigation,  stipulation,  or  other  control  measures  enforceable  by  the  agency  or  another 
government  agency: 

The  road,  shoreline  and  boat  dump  erosion  projects  will  be  done  in  the  off-season  when  the  lakeshore  water  level  is  drawn 
down  to  a  distance  of  over  100  feet  from  the  project  area  to  circumvent  any  damage  to  water  quality. 

4.  Based  on  the  significance  criteria  evaluated  in  this  EA,  is  an  EIS  required?  YES  /  NO  If  an  EIS  is  not  required,  explain  why 
the  EA  is  the  appropriate  level  of  analysis  for  this  proposed  action: 

An  EIS,  because  of  the  scope  of  this  project,  is  not  necessary.  There  are  only  a  few  minor  aesthetic  impacts  that  will  result 
with  this  project.    (See  attached  AFA's.) 

5.  Describe  the  level  of  public  involvement  for  this  project  if  any  and,  given  the  complexity  and  the  seriousness  of  the 
environmental  issues  associated  with  the  proposed  action,  is  the  level  of  public  involvement  appropriate  under  the 
circumstances? 

bee  #7  Additional  Public  Involvement  on  attached  AFA's. 

Yes.   The  public  involvement  process  also  included  the  road  overlay  project. 

6.  Duration  of  comment  period  if  any: 
Two  months  total. 

7.  Name,  title,  address  and  phone  number  of  the  Person(s)  Responsible  for  Preparing  the  EA: 

Dave  Conklin,  Montana  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks,  Region  One  Parks  Manager,  490  N.  Meridian,  Kalispell,  59901 
(406)  752-5501 

PART  III.    NARRATIVE  EVALUATION  AND  COMMENT 

See  narratives  in  attached  Applications  for  Federal  Aid. 


▼.-:FINLEYPT 
September  15,  1993 
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STATE: 

PROJECT  TITLE: 
PROJECT  NUMBER 


MONTANA 

FINLEY  POINT  SHORELINE 

F- -D(MA) 


STABILIZATION 


ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSIDERATIONS 

An  environmental  assessment  of  activities  covered  by  this  project 
was  deemed  unnecessary  since  the  nature  and  scope  of  the  activities 
falls  within  the  guidelines  for  categorical  exclusion  as  published 
by  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  (USFWS)  in  Volume  47,  No.  127 
of  the  Federal  Register,  Page  22882,  Section  1.4.B(3). 

The  limitations  for  categorical  exclusion  as  listed  on  pages  34-35 
of  "NEPA  in  Federal  Aid  Proposals-Guidance  to  the  States,"  USFWS, 
September  1980,  were  considered,  and  it  was  determined  that  there 
are  no  conflicts  and  they  do  not  preclude  use  of  the  categorical 
exclusion . 

In  arriving  at  this  decision,  the  following  items  were  considered. 

1 .  Floodplain  Management,  E.O.  11998 

Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  Panel  200  provided  by  the  Lake  County 
Planning  Office  (see  Appendix  A)  shows  that  the  immediate  shoreline 
of  Flathead  Lake  is  in  a  designated  100-year  floodplain.  The 
proposed  improvement  would  be  located  within  the  floodplain; 
however,  the  intent  of  the  project  is  to  maintain  the  historic 
floodplain  zone  which  is  being  altered  by  unnaturally  high  water 
levels  caused  by  the  operation  of  Kerr  Dam  which  regulates  the  top 
ten  feet  of  water  level  on  Flathead  Lake. 

2.  Protection  of  Wetlands,  E.O.  11990 

Consultation  on  January  17,  1992,  between  Dave  Conklin  and  James 
Cross,  DFWP  Region  1  Wildlife  Manager,  concluded  that  the  proposed 
work  will  not  occur  in  or  result  in  modification  of  a  wetland 
environment . 


3 .  Farmland  Projection  Policy  Act,  P.L.  97-98 

David  Wolf  of  the  Poison  Soil  Conservation  Service  field  office 
confirmed  through  telephone  contact  on  August  9,  1989,  that  no 
prime  or  unique  farmlands  would  be  affected  at  Finley  Point. 

4 .  Historical   and   Cultural   Preservation   (National   Historic 
Preservation  Act  of  1966,  16  U.S.C.  470 

A  letter  of  clearance  from  the  State  Historic  Preservation  Office 
pertaining  to  the  project  area  at  Finley  Point  is  included  as 
Appendix  B.  Historic  or  cultural  resources  will  not  be  affected  by 
this  oroiect. 


5 .    Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 

Consultation  occurred  on  January  17,  1992,  between  Dave  Conklin  and 
James  Cross,  DFWP  Region  1  Wildlife  Manager,  and  on  January  31, 
1992,  between  Dave  Conklin  and  Dale  Becker,  Wildlife  Biologist, 
Salish  and  Kootenai  Tribes,  as  to  the  potential  impact  of  the 
proposed  project  on  threatened  and  endangered  species.  It  was 
established  that  the  activities  covered  by  this  project  will  not 
affect  any  federally  listed  endangered  or  threatened  species  or 
their  designated  critical  habitats. 

Although  bald  eagles  use  the  lake  area  for  feeding,  nesting  and 
flight  paths  during  their  migration,  the  project  is  not  anticipated 
to  disturb  any  present  eagle  use.  No  potential  perch  sites  or 
shoreline  habitat  will  be  altered. 

There  is  no  record  of  any  other  threatened  or  endangered  species  in 
the  immediate  area.  Species  considered  include:  black-footed 
ferret,  gray  wolf,  grizzly  bear,  eskimo  curlew,  interior  least 
tern,  piping  plover,  whooping  crane,  bald  eagle,  peregrine  falcon, 
and  pallid  sturgeon. 

6.  State  Clearinghouse,  E.O.  12372 

The  proposed  project  was  not  submitted  to  the  State  Clearinghouse 
for  a  30  day  review  because  Montana  has  discontinued  the 
requirement  for  State  Clearinghouse  review. 

7 .  Additional  Public  Involvement 

On  January  14,  1993  the  shoreline  stabilization  proposal  was 
presented  at  a  Flathead  Indian  Reservation  Tribal  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Board  meeting  since  the  project  is  within  the  reservation 
boundaries.  Approximately  20  citizens  attended  and  no  adverse 
comments  were  received.  On  April  6,  1993  a  statewide  news  release 
was  issued  describing  the  project  and  inviting  public  comment 
through  May  10.  Following  that,  a  public  open  house  was  held  in 
Bigfork  to  present  the  proposed  project  and  answer  questions  and 
receive  comments.  Approximately  60  citizens  attended  this  meeting 
and  no  adverse  comments  were  received. 

8  .    Statement  of  Assurances 

The  Department  will  comply  with  all  applicable  federal 
requirements.   The  Statement  of  Assurances  is  included  as  Appendix 
C. 


STATE: 

PROJECT  TITLE: 
PROJECT  NUMBER 


MONTANA 

FINLEY  POINT  SHORELINE  STABILIZATION 

F- -D(MA) 


NEED 


AFA  PROGRAM  NARRATIVE 


Flathead  Lake,  the  largest  natural  body  of  fresh  water  lying  west 
of  the  Mississippi  River,  is  37  miles  long,  15  miles  wide,  and  has 
135  miles  of  shoreline.  Thousands  of  residents  and  tourists 
annually  visit  the  lake  to  enjoy  fishing  and  boating  opportunities. 
The  lake  supports  fisheries  for  westslope  cutthroat  trout,  bull 
trout,  lake  trout,  kokanee  salmon,  mountain  and  lake  whitefish,  and 
yell ow  perch . 

A  cooperative  fish  management  plan  for  Flathead  Lake  and  River 
system  fully  describes  the  fishery  and  its  needs.  This  plan  was 
written  by  the  Montana  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks  (FW?) 
and  the  Confederated  Salish  and  Kootenai  Tribes,  to  guide  fisheries 
.management  and  associated  resources.  The  plan  contains  a 
description  of  the  Flathead  watershed,  system-wide  fisheries 
management  goals,  species  specific  fisheries  information,  including 
objectives  and  strategies  and  a  description  of  fish  habitat 
protection  activities,  and  was  adopted  by  the  Fish  and  Game 
Commission  on  August  8,  1989. 

Most  of  the  shoreline  and  land  immediately  surrounding  Flathead 
Lake  are  privately  owned.  There  is  public  access  to  less  than  10 
percent  of  Flathead  Lake's  shoreline  miles  at  about  15  public 
properties.  Flathead  Lake  State  Park  at  Finley  Point  is  the  only 
public  access  boat  ramp  within  ten  miles  of  Poison  on  the  east 
shore  of  the  lake.  With  the  exception  of  a  small,  gravel  boat  ramp 
in  Skidoo  Bay,  the  next  closest  boat  ramp  is  another  ten  miles 
north  at  Blue  Bay  Tribal  Recreation  Area. 

Fishing  pressure  on  Flathead  Lake  is  very  heavy,  with  anglers 
attracted  by  the  nationally  renowned  scenery  and  type  of  fishing 
and  boating  opportunities.  Flathead  Lake  has  been  ranked  second  in 
the  state  of  fishing  pressure  with  about  100,000  days  of  fishing 
annual  1 y . 

Flathead  Lake  State  Park  at  Finley  Point  has  provided  public  boat 
fishing  access  since  1965,  when  it  was  purchased  from  a  private 
owner  by  FWP .  The  property  at  that  time  contained  a  timber 
breakwater  along  the  shoreline,  a  boat  mooring  basin  and  a  boat 
ramp  which  were  operated  as  a  commercial  marina  prior  to 
acquisition.  These  facilities  were  in  a  deteriorated  condition  at 
that  time.  Nevertheless,  several  thousand  boat  fishing  days 
occurred  annually  at  the  site  from  the  period  of  1965-1987.   A  1984 


traffic  count  indicated  over  22,000  visitor  days  occurred  at  the 
park  that  year. 

Unfortunately,  due  to  severe  deterioration  of  the  timber 
breakwater,  the  remaining  wooden  pilings  and  metal  reinforcing  bars 
were  removed  in  1991  for  public  safety  reasons.  This  project  will 
provide  for  the  redesign  and  replacement  of  about  500  feet  of  the 
rotted  timber  breakwater  which  was  destroyed  by  storms  during  high 
water  over  the  past  30  to  40  years.  The  site  has  lost 
approximately  35  horizontal  feet  of  land  to  erosion,  25  feet  just 
within  the  past  four  years. 

The  project  will  provide  a  shoreline  retaining  wall  to  protect  from 
erosion  mature  ponderosa  pine  trees  and  paved  boat  access  parking 
facilities  developed  with  federal  DJ  boat  access  funds  in  1991  so 
that  the  park  can  continue  to  be  used  for  at  least  20,000  annual 
visitor  days  of  public  motorboat  access  and  sport  fishing 
opportunities  on  Flathead  Lake. 


II .   OBJECTIVE 

The  objective  of  this  project  is  to  redesign  and  replace  about  500 
feet  of  the  rotted  timber  breakwater  along  the  lakeshore  of  Finley 
Point  from  the  south  end  of  the  entrance  to  the  boat  marina 
southerly  toward  the  point  of  rocks  on  the  south  boundary  of  the 
park.  It  is  anticipated  that  the  proposed  design  will  be  a 
shoreline  retaining  wall  which  incorporates  both  concrete  and  rock 
riprap  rather  than  timber  for  a  more  permanent  solution  to  the 
erosion  problem.  The  design  will  be  based  on  nearby  existing 
retaining  walls  which  have  been  approved  by  the  Tribal  Lakeshore 
Protection  Office. 


Ill .   EXPECTED  BENEFITS 

The  primary  benefit  of  the  project  will  be  to  protect  the  natural 
shoreline  of  the  park,  the  boat  access  parking  facilities,  and 
improve  the  water  quality  of  Flathead  Lake.  A  commensurate 
increase  in  motorboat  sportfishing  days  is  expected  to  result, 
along  with  improved  satisfaction  of  users  of  the  lake  resources. 

It  will  protect  and  enhance  the  previouiy  approved  Federal  Aid  in 
Sport  Fish  Restoration  Motorboat  Access  construction  project  at 
Finley  Point. 

The  benefits  of  this  project  will  accrue  primarily  to  the  sport 
fishery  and  motorboat ers .  Any  other  use  would  be  incidental  to 
motorboat  angling. 


IV.   APPROACH 


Control  of  Site 

Flathead  Lake  Stae  Park-Finley  Point  is  24  acres  in  size.  It  is 
owned  in  fee  title  by  the  Montana  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and 
Parks . 

Design /Construction/Inspection 

Final  plans  and  specifications  for  the  project  will  be  developed  by 
the  state  appointed  engineering  consultant  in  conjunction  with  FWP 
engineering  staff.  All  state  and  federal  permits  will  be  the 
responsibility  of  the  consultant  through  the  department. 

Construction  will  be  done  by  a  private  contractor  to  be  selected  by 
the  Architecture  and  Engineering  Division  of  the  Montana  Department 
of  Administration,  through  the  state's  competitive  bid  process. 
Final  inspection  will  be  the  responsibility  of  the  Architecture  and 
Engineering  Division. 

Maintenance  of  Facilities 

The  facilities  will  be  maintained  by  the  department  as  a  unit  of 
the  Montana  State  Park  System.  Currently,  on-site  personnel  provide 
maintenance  and  site  security. 

User  information  will  be  gathered  and  recorded  for  the  Montana 
State  Parks  Visitation  reports  through  the  use  of  car  counter 
equipment  and  periodic  visitor  surveys.  Repairs  will  be 
accomplished  by  state  employees  or  by  contract. 

User  Fees  to  be  Charged 

The  department  charges  an  entry  fee  ($2.00  per  vehicle  in  1993)  to 
offset  maintenance  costs  of  park  facilities.  Additional  recreation 
and  non-recreation  use  fees  are  charged  for  facilities  or  uses 
which  have  high  maintenance  costs  such  as  camping  ($5  in  1992). 
The  department  will  account  for  all  earned  income  in  order  to 
allocate  it  for  operation,  maintenance,  and  rehabilitation  of  park 
facilities  and  visitor  services.  Earned  revenues  from  the  park 
will  not  exceed  operation,  maintenance,  and  rehabilitation 
expenses . 

Existing  Improvements 

This  park  unit  currently  provides  motorboat  access  facilities.  As 
noted  earlier,  D-J  boat  access  improvement  projects  were  recently 
completed  at  Finiey  Point. 

Motorboats  and  hand-carried  boats  can  be  launched  on  the  lake  by 
visitors  who  use  the  park  entrance  road,  parking  lot,  boat  ramp, 
and  dock.  There  are  also  currently  16  trailer  camp  spaces  away 
from  the  boat  access  facilities.  There  are  two  concrete  vault 
toilets,  a  water  well,  and  a  plywood  storage  shed.  The  shoreline 
is  mostly  wooded  with  Ponderosa  pine,  Douglas-fir,  and  rocky 
mountain  juniper. 


p- 


oposed  Improvements 


The  proposed  improvements  will  include  a  concrete  and  riprap 
retaining  wall.  Both  pedestrian  and  handicapped  access  will  be 
provided  so  that  existing  public  access  to  the  shoreline  for 
fishing,  boat  tie  up,  and  water  sports  is  not  eliminated. 
Shoreline  revegetation  of  the  project  area  will  also  be  included. 

Improvements  will  include  the  items  at  the  approximate  estimated 
costs  and  quantities  shown  in  the  table  included  as  Appendix  D.  A 
site  plan  showing  the  area  of  the  proposed  improvements  is  included 
as  Appendix  E. 


LOCATION 


A  location  map  is  included  as  Appendix  F. 

The  23.33  acre  Finley  Point  unit  of  Flathead  Lake  State  Park 

of  Flathead  Lake, 


.n  Lake  County  on  the  southwest  shore 
miles  north  of  the  City  of  Poison.   The 


3igfork,  in  See- 


on 


'23N,  R19W,  M.P 


M 


29  miles  south  of 


is 
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VI  . 


SCHEDULE 


USFWS  approval 

Consultant  selected 

Design  completed 

Permits  approved 

Construction  contract  bid/award 

Construction  completed 

Project  close-out 


SeDtember 

1993 

September 

1 9  Q3 

December 

1993 

January 

1994 

February 

1994 

May 

1994 

December 

1994 

VII .  RELATION  TO  OTHER  FEDERAL  PROJECTS 

This  project  relates  to: 


F-46-R 

F-57-D(MA) 

F-7i-D(MA) 


Statewide  Fisheries  Investigations, 
Finley  Point  Boat  Access;  and 
Flathead  Lake  Boat  Sewage  Dumps. 


'  o  d    I  x  -  a ; 


APPENDICES 


A  -  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  Panel  200 

3  -  State  Historic  Preservation  Office  clearance  letters 

C  -  Statement  of  Assurances 

D  -  Estimated  Cost  and  Quantity  of  Work  Items 

E  -  Site  Plan 

F  -  Location  Map 
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State  Historic  Preservation  Office 

Montana  Historical  Society 

Mailing  Address:  225  North  Roberts  •  Helena,  MT  59620-9990 
Office  Address:  102  Broadway  •  Helena,  MT  •  (406)  444-7715 


July  5,    1989  u"'"l'cr/0, 


Paul  Valle 

Montana  Department  of  Fish, 
Wildlife  and  Parks 
1420  K.   Sixth  Street 
Helena,    Montana     5  9620 

RE:      Finley  Point  State  Recreation  Area:  Section  18-23N-19W 

Dear   Paul: 

As  requested  we  have  conducted  a  cultural  resource  records  search  for  the  project 
area  cited  above.  Currently,  no  sites  are  recorded  at  the  recreation  area.  I 
have  no  information  suggesting  that  a  formal  cultural  resource  survey  has  been 
conducted   there. 

The  archaeological  information  which  is  available  from  the  Flathead  Lake  region 
is  spotty.  Most  of  the  lakeshore  sites  and  artifact  scatters  were  collected  by 
local  residents  for  many  years.  Carling  Malouf  of  the  University  of  Montana 
authored  several  articles  on  the  archaeology  of  -the  area  and  several  large 
campsites  are  recorded  on  the  lakeshore  at  Bigfork  and  near  Poison  (see  enclosed 
report).  Rock  art  sites  are  also  recorded  nearby.  Many  of  the  sites  recorded  in 
the  area  have  been  inundated  by  rising  lake  levels  attributable  to  Kerr  Dam. 
Cultural  resource  review  of  the  area  should  consider  the  potential  for  inundated 
campsites  below  the  current  waterline. 

We  recommend  that  you  consult  with  the  Flathead  and  Kootenai  culture  committees 
for  information  about  sites  of  cultural  value  in  the  area  as  a  part  of  your 
information  gathering  efforts.  After  you  have  had  an  opportunity  to  review 
existing  information,  we  hope  you  will  be  better  able  to  assess  the  need  for  an 
intensive  cultural   resource  survey. 

Thank  you  for  consulting  with  us. 

Sincerely, 

David  Schwab 

State  Archaeologist 

File:  FWP/Finley  Point  Recreation  Area 
Enclosure 

PS   Paul  I  suggest  you  contact  F.laine  Howard  at  MPC  (723-542!  x3l54).   She  recently 
completed  an  overview  of  the  Flathead  Lake  region  for  the  Kerr  Dam  project.   This  sh< 
have  lots  of  good  information  which  you  will  find  useful. 


cHIoqt€uiatDep€u^nieiit 

of 
TisIi.'Wildtife  C81  VarH^ 


14  20  East  Sixth  Avenue 
Helena,  Montana  59620 

July  17,  1989 


Patricia  Hewankorn 
Kootenai  Cultural  Committee 
Box  1452 
Elmo,  Montana  5  9915 

Dear  Patricia: 

Attached  is  a  plan  showing  the  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and 
Paries'  Finley  Point  State  Recreation  Area.  The  Department  is 
proposing  to  rebuild  the  facilities  at  this  site  as  shown  on  the 
plan.  We  want  to  inform  you  of  this  proposed  action  by  the 
Department  and  ask  for  your  input  in  determining  if  there  are  any 
sites  of  cultural  value  associated  with  this  proposed  project 
site  which  should  be  considered  before  proceeding  with  the 
proposed  project. 

Should  you  require  any  additional  information,  please  contact  me 
at  4  44-3755. 

Thank  you  for  your  help. 

Sincerely , 

PAUL  VALLE 

Cultural  Resources  Coordinator 

Field  Services  Division 

Imp 

Attachment 
cc :       Terry  Knupp 
Bobbi  Balaz 


State  Historic  Preservation  Office 

Montana  Historical  Society 

Mailing  Address:  225  North  Roberts  •  Helena,  MT  59620-9990 
Office  Address:  102  Broadway  •  Helena,  MT  •  (406)  444-7715 


October    2,    1989  "       :  ' 

Paul    Valle 

Montana  Department  of  Fish.  Wildlife  and  Parks 
1420  East  Sixth  Avenue 
Helena,  MT.   59620 

RE:  Finlev  Pm'rjt;  project 

Dear  Paul: 

"'"level    fo7Z7*Ultel   COnC"ni"S    'ho   Finley   Point    i*prcve*ents.      Based  on 
•  ne    ie/el    of   past    disturbance   at    the    site    »"*    ffe-    ~ *--   —      -•      • 


r    u 1   «*  .!*««.    ""turoance   at    the    site    and    the    comments    bv   the   FUrh**A 

heritage    properties.  likelihood    of   impacting    intact,    significant 


David    Schwab 

State   Archaeologist 

Pile:    FWP.    Finley   Point 


!      AVr.-!  ,  APPENDIX   C 


ASSURANCES 


Th-a   applicant  bereby  uiurea  And  certifies   that  h«  vlll   comply  with   the   regulations,    policies, 
guideline*   And    requirements    including   Office   of   Management   And    Budget    Circular*    Hon.    A— d7,    A-95,    And 
A-I02   a>    they   relate    co    Che   application,   acceptance.    And   u*«   of    Federal    funds    for    cola    federally 
assisted    project.      Also,    Che   AppilcAnc   give*   umricci   end    certifies   with   respect    CO    Che   grant    chat: 

1.  Ic   possesses   legal  authority   co   Apply   for   the   grant;    chat  a   reaolucion,  motion  or   ■inllar  action 
ha*    been  duly   edopced   or   paused   as   An  officiAl   acc   of    Che   appilconC ' a   governing   body,    authorizing 
Che    filing   of    che   Application,    including   all   understanding*   And   ununacu    concained    therein. 
And    directing    end   Authorizing    Che   person   idenclfled   as    che   official   representaclve   of    che    appli- 
cant   to   Act    in   connection  vich    Che   Application   and   to    provide   iuch   Additional   information   as 

may   be    required. 

2.  Ic   will    comply  vrith   Title   VI   of    Che   Civil   Rights   Act   of    1964    (Public   Law   88-352)    and    in  accordance 
with  Title   VI   of    chac   acc,    do    person    in    the   United   State*    shall,    on    Che   ground   of   race,    color, 

or   aacional   origin,    be    excluded    from   participation    in,    be   denied    che    benefice    of,    or   be   ocherwlse 
•ubjected    co   discrimination   under   any    program  or   Activity    for  which    che   applicant   receive* 
Federal    financial   assistance   and   wxll    immediately    Ci.»    any   measure*    necessary    co    effectuate 
this    agreement. 

3.  It  will  comply  with  Title  VI  of   the  Civil  Rights  Act   of   1964    (42  U.S.C.    2000d)    prohibiting   employ- 
ment  discrimination  where  (1)    che   primary   purpose   of    a    granc    is    co    provide    employment   or    (2) 
discriminatory    employment  practices   will   result    la  unequal    treatment   of   persona   wno   ore   or 
•hould   be   beneficing    from  che   grant-Aided    Activity. 

4.  Ic  will  ensure   that   the   facilities   under   its   ownership,    lease  or  supervision  which  shall  be 
utilized    in    Che   accomplishment   of    che   project    are   not    llated   on    Che   Environmental   Protection 
Agency's    (EPA)    list   of    Violating    Facilities   and    that    it   will   notify    che   Federal   grancor   agency 
of    che   recelpc   of   any   communication   from    che   Director   of    the   EPA  Office   of    Federal  Activities 
indicating   that   a    facility    Co   be   used   in    the   project    i*   under   consideration   for    listing   by 
che   EPA. 

5.  It  will  comply  with  che  provision*  of   che  Hatch  Acc  which  limic   che  political  activity  of 
employees. 

6.  Ic  will  comply  vich  che  minimum  wage  and  ma-rlnnia  hours  provisions  of  che  Federal  Fair  Labor 
Scandards  Act,  as  chey  apply  Co  hospital  and  educational  lnstlcucioa  employees  of  State  and 
local   governments. 

7.  Ic  will   establish   safeguards   co  prohlbic   employees    frees  using    cheir   positions   for  a  purpose 
that    is   or   gives    the   appearance   of   being  moclvated   by    a   desire    for   prlvace   gain   for    chemselves 
or  others,    particularly    those  with  wtioa   they   have   family,    business,    or  other   ties. 

8.  Ic  will  give  che  aponaorlng  agency  or  che  Comptroller  General  through  any  authorized  represen- 
tative the  access  co  and  the  right  to  examine  all  records,  book*,  papers,  or  documents  related 
to    the  grant. 

9.  It  will   comply  with  all  requirements   imposed  by   Che   Federal   aponsorlng  agency  concerning 
special   requirements   of    law,    program  requirements,    and   ochar  administrative   requirements. 


ADDITIONAL  ASSURANCES  CENERALLT  APPLICABLE  TO  CONSTRUCTION 
OR  LAND  ACQUISITION  PROCRAHS  OR  PROJECTS 

1.  Ic  will  comply  wich  Che  provisions  of:  Execucive  Order  11296,  relaclng  Co  evaluacioa  of  flood 
haxards,  and  Execucive  Order  11280,  relating  co  Cha  prevenclon,  concrol,  and  abecemenc  of  waccr 
pollucion. 

2.  IC  will  have  •ufficienc  funds  avallabla  Co  meet  cha  non-Federal  share  of  the  cose  for  coaicruc- 
cloa  projects.   Sufficienc  funda  will  ba  avallabla  when  construction  la  completed  co  aaaure 
effective  operaCloa  and  maintenance  of  Cba  faclllcy  for  Che  purposes  coaacrucced. 

3.  Ic  will  obtain  approval  by  Cha  appropriate  Federal  agency  of  Che  final  working  drawings  and 
apaclf lcaclona  before  cha  projecc  la  advarciaed  or  placed  on  Che  tnarkec  for  bidding;  chac  lc 
will  conscrucc  Ch«  projecc,  or  cauaa  lc  co  b«  coaacrucced,  co  final  completion  In  accordance 
wlch  Che  application  and  approved  plana  and  apecif lcaclona;  chac  lc  will  aubmic  co  che  appro— 
prlaCe  Federal  agency  for  prior  approval  changes  chac  alcer  che  cones  of  che  projecc,  use  of 
apace,  or  funcclonal  Layouc ;  Chac  lc  wlll-noc  enter  lnco  a  construction  concracr(s)  for  che 
projecc  or  undercake  ocher  acclvlclea  until  che  condiciona  of  che  construction  granc  prograja(a) 
have  been  mec. 

4.  Ic  will  provide  and  maincain  coopecenc  and  adequate  architectural  engineering  supervision  and 
inspection  ac  che  construction  sice  co  Insure  ChaC  Che  completed  work,  conforms  wlch  che  approved 
plana  and  specif lcaclona;  chac  lc  will  furnish  progress  reports  and  such  other  information  as 
che  Federal  grancor  agency  may  require. 

5.  IC  will  operace  and  malncain  Che  facility  In  accordance  wlch  Che  minimum  standards  as  may  be 
required  or  prescribed  by  cha  applicable  Federal,  Stace  and  local  agencies  for  the  maintenance 
aud  operacion  of  such  facilities. 

6.  Ic  will  require  Che  facilicy  Co  be  designed  Co  comply  wlch  Che  "American  Scandard  Specifi- 
caclons  for  Making  3uildlngs  and  Facilities  Accessible  to,  and  Usable  by,  the  Physically  Handi- 
capped," Number  A117. 1-1961,  as  modified  (41  CTR  101-17.703).   The  applicant  will  be  responsible 
for  conducting  inspecclons  Co  Insure  compliance  wlch  chese  specifications  by  che  contractor. 

7.  Ic  will  cause  work  on  che  projecc  Co  be  commenced  wlchin  a  reasonable  cine  afcer  recelpc  of 
noclficaclon  from  Che  approving  Federal  agency  Chac  funds  have  been  approved  and  Chac  che 
projecc  will  be  prosecuced  co  complecion  wlch  reasonable  diligence. 

8.  Ic  will  noc  dispose  of  or  encumber  les  dele  or  ocher  incerescs  In  Che  sice  and  facilities 
during  Che  period  of  Federal  lncaresc  or  while  che  Covernmenc  holds  bonds,  whichever  is  che 
longer. 

9.  Ic  will  comply  wich  requiremencs  of  che  provisions  of  che  Uniform  Reiocacion  Assl3Cance  and 
Real  Propercy  Acquisiclons  Ace  of  1970  (P. L. '  91-646)  which  provides  for  fair  and  equitable 
creaCmenc  of  persons  displaced  as  a  result  of  Federal  and  federally  assisted  programs. 

10.  Ic  will  comply  wich  Che  flood  insurance  purchase)  requiremencs  of  Section  102(a)  of  che  Flood 
Dlsascer  Proceccion  Ace  of  1973,  Public  Uv  93-234,  87  Scac.  975,  approved  December  31,  1976. 
Secclon  102(a)  requires,  on  and  afcar  March  2,  1975,  che  purchase  of  flood  insurance  in  comcxu- 
nlcles  where  such  insurance  is  available  as  a  condition  for  the  receipt  of  any  Federal  finan- 
cial assistance  for  construction  or  acquisition  purposes  for  use  in  any  area  chac  has  been 
identified  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Deparcaenc  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  as  an  area 
having  special  flood  hazards. 

11.  Ic  will  assise  Che  Federal  grancor  agency  in  lCs  compliance  wlch  Secclon  106  of  che  National 
Hlscoric  Preservacioa  Ace  of  1966  and  amended  (16  U.S.C.  470)  Execucive  Order  11593,  and  che 
Archeological  and  Hlscorlc  Preaervaclon  Ace  of  1966  (16  U.S.C.  469a-l  ec  seq.)  by  (a)  consulc- 
lng  wich  che  Scate  Hlscorlc  Preaervaclon  Offlcar  on  che  conduce  of  invescigacions,  as  necessary, 
co  idencify  properties  listed  in  or  eligible  for  inclusion  in  the  National  Register  of  Historic 
Places  chac  are  subjecc  co  adverse  effaces  (see  36  CTR  Pare  800.8)  by  che  acclvlcy,  and  noclfy- 
lng  che  Federal  grancor  agency  of  Che  exlscence  of  any.  such  properties,  and  by  (b)  complying 
wlch  all  requiremencs  ascabllshed  by  Che  Federal  grancor  agency  co  avoid  or  micigace  adverse 
effects  upon  such  properties. 


APPENDIX  D 

ESTIMATED  COST  &  QUANTITY  OF  WORK  ITEMS 
FINLEY  POINT  SHORELINE  STABILIZATION 

I  tern       Description  Est  Quantity    Cost 

1  Shoreline  retaining  wall       500  L.F.        $124,000 
(concrete  and  riprap) 

2  Pedestrian  lake  access  1  L.S.  2,800 

3  Handicapped  lake  access  i  L.S.  2,800 

4  Project  site  revegetation  1  L.S.  500 

5  Engineering  and  related  N/A  4  4 ..  90  0 

TOTAL  $175,000 


731/93 


ESTIMATED  COST  t<    QUANTITY  OF  WORK  ITEMS 
FINLEY  FOINT  ACCESS  ROAD  OVERLAY  AND  WIDENING 


Item 


Descriot i on 

Excavation  and  resioping 

Aggregate  course 

Hot  plant  mix  -  asphalt  concrete 

Seeding  and  fertilizing 

Erosion  control  blanket 


1st  Quantity 


Cost 


310 

Cu 

Yds 

S4 

,coc 

?  ° 

Cu 

Yds 

400 

5 " 

Sc 

Yds 

13 

,000 

S5"7 

Sc 

Yds 

400 

9^3 

Sc 

Y  d  s 

2 

.200 

TOT.2: 

$25  . 

00  0 

fin-road . est 
8/31/93 


FIATHEAD  LAKE  STATE  PARK- 
FINLEY  POINT 


App  iDximately 
X)0  feet  of   load 
resurfacing  and 
slope  stabilization  $ 


Approximately  50Q  feet 
shooEline  eiosion  pmtection 
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APPENDIX  F  —  Location  Map 
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STATE :  MONTANA 

PROJECT  TITLE:        FLATHEAD  LAKE  BOAT  SEWAGE  DUMPS 

PROJECT  NUMBER:      F-  -D(MA) 


ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSIDERATIONS 

An  environmental  assessment  of  activities  covered  by  this  project 
was  deemed  unnecessary  under  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
(NEPA)  since  the  nature  and  scope  of  the  activities  falls  within 
the  guidelines  for  categorical  exclusion  as  published  by  the  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  (USFWS)  in  Volume  47,  No.  127  of  the 
Federal  Register,  Page  22882,  Section  1.4.B(3). 

The  limitations  for  categorical  exclusion  as  listed  on  pages  34-35 
of  "NEPA  in  Federal  Aid  Proposals-Guidance  to  the  States,"  USFWS, 
September  1980,  were  considered,  and  it  was  determined  that  there 
are  no  conflicts  and  they  do  not  preclude  use  of  the  categorical 
exclusion. 

In  arriving  at  this  decision,  the  following  items  were  considered. 

1.  Floodplain  Management,  E.O.  11998 

Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  Panels  provided  by  Flathead  and  Lake 
County  Planning  offices  (see  Appendix  A)  show  that  the  immediate 
shoreline  of  Flathead  Lake  is  in  a  designated  100-year  floodplain. 
The  proposed  improvement  would  be  located  within  the  floodplain; 
however,  less  than  10  percent  of  the  floodplain  would  be  affected 
by  the  project. 

2 .  Protection  of  Wetlands,  E.O.  11990 

Consultation  on  January  17,  1992,  between  Dave  Conklin  and  James 
Cross,  DFWP  Region  1  Wildlife  Manager,  concluded  that  the  proposed 
work  will  not  occur  in  or  result  in  modification  of  a  wetland 
environment. 

3 .  Farmland  Projection  Policy  Act,  P.L.  97-98 

David  Wolf  of  the  Poison  Soil  Conservation  Service  field  office 
confirmed  through  telephone  contact  on  August  9,  1989,  that  no 
prime  or  unigue  farmlands  would  be  affected  at  Finley  Point.  On 
January  29,  1992,  Mr.  Wolf  confirmed  that  no  prime  or  unigue 
farmlands  are  within  the  Elmo  project  area,  or  would  be  affected  by 
the  project.  A  November  15,  1991,  letter  from  Rich  Pettersen,  SCS 
in  Kalispell,  confirms  that  Wayfarer's  also  has  no  prime  or  unigue 
farmlands.  The  two  clearance  documents  are  included  as  Appendix  B. 


4.  Historical   and   Cultural   Preservation   (National   Historic 
Preservation  Act  of  1966,  16  U.S.C.  470 

Letters  of  clearance  from  the  State  Historic  Preservation  Office 
pertaining  to  this  project  is  included  as  Appendix  C.  Historic  or 
cultural  resources  will  not  be  affected  by  this  project. 

5.  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 

Consultation  occurred  on  January  17,  1992,  between  Dave  Conklin  and 
James  Cross,  DFWP  Region  1  Wildlife  Manager,  and  on  January  31, 
1992,  between  Dave  Conklin  and  Dale  Becker,  Wildlife  Biologist, 
Salish  and  Kootenai  Tribes,  as  to  the  potential  impact  of  the 
proposed  project  on  threatened  and  endangered  species.  It  was 
established  that  the  activities  covered  by  this  project  will  not 
affect  any  federally  listed  endangered  or  threatened  species  or 
their  designated  critical  habitats. 

Bald  eagles  have  been  nesting  since  1983  in  the  Skeeko  Bay  area  of 
Wild  Horse  Island,  and  on  Melita  Island  in  Flathead  Lake 
(approximately  4  and  3  airline  miles  east  and  southeast  of  Elmo 
State  Park,  respectively) .  Although  bald  eagles  use  the  lake  area 
for  feeding,  nesting  and  flight  paths  during  their  migration,  the 
project  is  not  anticipated  to  disturb  any  present  eagle  use.  No 
potential  perch  sites  or  shoreline  habitat  will  be  altered. 

There  is  no  record  of  any  other  threatened  or  endangered  species  in 
the  immediate  area.  Species  considered  include:  black-footed 
ferret,  gray  wolf,  grizzly  bear,  eskimo  curlew,  interior  least 
tern,  piping  plover,  whooping  crane,  bald  eagle,  peregrine  falcon, 
and  pallid  sturgeon. 

6.  State  Clearinghouse,  E.O.  12372 

The  proposed  project  was  not  submitted  to  the  State  Clearinghouse 
for  a  3  0  day  review  because  Montana  has  discontinued  the 
requirement  for  State  Clearinghouse  review. 

7 .  Additional  Public  Involvement 

Local  citizens  have  been  concerned  for  some  time  about  the 
discharge  of  raw  sewage  into  the  pristine,  crystal  clear  waters  of 
Flathead  Lake.  Letters  and  calls  have  been  received  from  several 
boaters.  The  Montana  State  Legislature  in  their  1991  general 
session  passed  House  Bill  833  which  required  the  Montana 
"Department  of  Health  and  Environmental  Sciences  to  adopt  rules  on 
vessel  pumpout  facilities,"  and  provided  funding  for  the  Department 
of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks  to  "acquire  marine  sewage  pumpout" 
facilities  for  Flathead  Lake  State  Park. 

On  December  12,  1991,  DFWP  met  with  the  Flathead  Reservation  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Advisory  Board  regarding  the  proposed  project.   On 


December  17,  1991,  a  news  release  was  issued  and  comments  and 
suggestions  were  solicited.  On  January  13  and  14,  1992,  public 
open  houses  were  held  both  in  Kalispell  and  Poison  to  discuss 
options  for  locating  boat  sewage  dump  station  facilities.  No 
adverse  comments  were  received  and  approximately  17  citizens 
attended  the  open  houses. 

All  comments  expressed  support  for  providing  boat  dump  facilities 
in  a  manner  which  will  result  in  environmentally  safe  motorboating 
on  Flathead  Lake. 

8.  Statement  of  Assurances 

The  Department  will  comply  with  all  applicable  federal 
requirements.  The  Statement  of  Assurances  is  included  as  Appendix 
D. 

9 .  Other — Montana  Environmental  Policy  Act  (MEPA)  Considerations 

In  addition  to  completion  of  a  checklist  and  consideration  of  the 
above  factors  for  NEPA  purposes,  the  department  has  prepared  a 
checklist  and  environmental  assessment  for  purposes  of  complying 
with  MEPA.  This  information  has  been  distributed  to  agencies  and 
interested  parties  including  the  Montana  Environmental  Quality 
Council  and  is  on  file  in  the  Department's  Region  1  Headquarters  in 
Kalispell. 


S  T AT  E :  MONTANA 

PROJECT  TITLE:        FLATHEAD  LAKE  BOAT  SEWAGE  DUMPS 

PROJECT  NUMBER:       F- -D(MA) 


AFA  PROGRAM  NARRATIVE 


I.      NEED 


Flathead  Lake,  the  largest  natural  body  of  fresh  water  lying  west 
of  the  Mississippi  River,  is  37  miles  long,  15  miles  wide,  and  has 
135  miles  of  shoreline.  Thousands  of  residents  and  tourists  visit 
the  lake  every  year  to  enjoy  fishing  and  boating  opportunities. 
The  lake  supports  fisheries  for  westslope  cutthroat  trout,  bull 
trout,  lake  trout,  kokanee  salmon,  mountain  and  lake  whitefish,  and 
yellow  perch. 

A  cooperative  fish  management  plan  for  the  Flathead  Lake  and  River 
system  fully  describes  the  fishery  and  its  needs.  This  plan  was 
written  by  the  Montana  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks 
(DFWP)  and  the  Confederated  Salish  and  Kootenai  Tribes,  to  guide 
fisheries  management  and  associated  resources.  The  plan  contains: 
a  description  of  the  Flathead  watershed;  system-wide  fisheries 
management  goals;  species  specific  fisheries  information,  including 
objectives  and'  strategies;  and  a  description  of  fish  habitat 
protection  activities.  The  plan  was  adopted  by  the  Fish  and  Game 
Commission  on  August  8,  1989. 

Most  of  the  shoreline  and  land  immediately  surrounding  Flathead 
Lake  is  privately  owned.  There  is  public  access  to  less  than  10 
percent  of  Flathead  Lake's  shoreline  at  about  15  public  properties. 
The  units  of  Flathead  Lake  State  Park  provide  the  only  sizeable 
public  boat  access  sites  on  the  lake. 

Fishing  pressure  on  Flathead  Lake  is  very  heavy  year-round,  with 
anglers  attracted  by  the  nationally  renowned  scenery  and  cold  water 
fishing  and  boating  opportunities.  Flathead  Lake  has  been  ranked 
second  in  the  state  for  fishing  pressure  with  about  100,000  days  of 
fishing  annually. 

Although  the  Montana  Water  Quality  Act  prohibits  the  discharge  of 
sewage  into  any  water  in  the  state,  facilities  do  not  exist  for 
proper  disposal  of  vessel  sewage.  Letters  and  calls  from  several 
boaters  on  Flathead  Lake  indicate  that  as  many  as  50  boats  with 
contained  sewage  can  be  found  on  the  lake  during  a  summer  weekend, 
but  no  public  facilities  exist  for  the  safe  removal  of  that  sewage. 
The  only  boat  sewage  dump  station  on  the  lake  is  located  in  Somers 
at  a  private  marina,  for  use  by  members  only. 


The  result  is  that  much  of  this  sewage  may  find  its  way  into 
Flathead  Lake.  The  Flathead  Lakers,  a  lake  protection 
organization,  reported  that  they  have  on  file  very  detailed 
descriptions  of  such  violations  and  supported  legislation  in  the 
1991  legislature  (House  Bill  833)  which  provided  funds  to  the 
department  to  develop  such  vessel  pumpout  facilities. 


II.      OBJECTIVES 

The  objectives  of  this  project  are: 

1.  To  construct  three  motorboat  dump  station  facilities  to 
minimize  water  quality  degradation  that  affects  the 
productivity  of  Flathead  Lake  as  a  result  of  improper  dumping 
of  sewerage  from  motorboats. 

2.  To  increase  the  number  of  motorboat  sportfishing  days  per  year 
by  5%  from  the  annual  estimated  100,000  angler  days,  and  40,000 
motorboat  days,  to  approximately  105,000  and  42,000 
respectively  by  1997. 


III.      EXPECTED  BENEFITS 

The  primary  benefit  of  the  project  will  be  to  improve  water  quality 
for  the  Flathead  Lake  fishery.  A  commensurate  increase  in 
motorboat  sportfishing  days  is  expected  to  result,  along  with 
improved  satisfaction  of  users  of  the  lake  resources. 

Locating  these  three  dump  stations  in  conjunction  with  the  largest 
motorboat  access  facilities  in  Flathead  Lake  State  Park  would 
provide  for  utility  hook  ups,  regular  maintenance,  and  more 
efficient  use  of  the  motorboat  facilities  at  these  parks.  It  will 
compliment  and  enhance  previouly  approved  Federal  Aid  in  Sport  Fish 
Restoration  Motorboat  Access  construction  projects  at  two  of  the 
three  sites,  Finley  Point  and  Wayfarer's. 

The  benefits  of  this  project  will  accrue  primarily  to  the  sport 
fishery  and  motorboaters.  Any  other  use  would  be  incidental  to 
motorboat  angling. 


IV.       APPROACH 

Control  of  Site 

All  boat  access  areas  selected  for  project  development  are  State 

Parks  under  department  ownership. 

Pes ion /Construct ion /Inspect ion 

Final  plans  and  specifications  for  the  project  will  be  developed  by 

the  state  appointed  engineering  consultant  in  conjunction  with  the 


DFWP  engineering  staff.  All  state  and  federal  permits  will  be  the 
responsibility  of  the  consultant  through  the  department. 

Construction  will  be  done  by  a  private  contractor  to  be  selected  by 
the  Architecture  and  Engineering  Division  of  the  Montana  Department 
of  Administration,  through  the  state's  competitive  bid  process. 
Final  inspection  will  be  the  responsibility  of  the  Architecture  and 
Engineering  Division. 

Maintenance  of  Facilities 

The  facilities  will  be  maintained  by  the  department  as  a  unit  of 
the  Montana  State  Park  System.  This  will  include  utilities, 
pumpout  facilities  and  grounds  maintenance,  weed  control,  road  and 
parking  maintenance,  and  on-site  personnel  to  provide  maintenance 
and  site  security. 

User  information  will  be  gathered  and  recorded  for  the  Montana 
State  Parks  Visitation  reports  through  the  use  of  car  counter 
equipment  and  periodic  visitor  surveys.  Repairs  will  be 
accomplished  by  state  employees  or  by  contract. 

User  Fees  to  be  Charged 

The  department  charges  an  entry  fee  ($3.00  in  1992)  to  offset 
maintenance  costs  of  park  facilities.  Additional  recreation  and 
non-recreation  use  fees  may  be  charged  for  facilities  or  uses  which 
have  high  maintenance  costs  such  as  camping  ($6  in  1992),  group  use 
($25  in  1992),'  and  concession  services.  The  department  will 
account  for  all  earned  income  in  order  to  allocate  it  for 
operation,  maintenance,  and  rehabilitation  of  park  facilities  and 
visitor  services.  Earned  revenues  from  these  facilities  will  not 
exceed  operation,  maintenance,  and  rehabilitation  expenses. 

Existing  Improvements 

Each  park  unit  currently  provides  motorboat  access  facilities.  As 
noted  earlier,  D-J  boat  access  improvement  projects  were  recently 
completed  at  Finley  Point  and  have  been  approved  at  Wayfarer's. 

Motorboats  and  hand-carried  boats  can  be  launched  on  the  lake  by 
visitors  who  use  the  park  entrance  road,  parking  lot,  boat  ramp, 
and  dock.  Although  Finley  and  Elmo  have  existing  docks  to  which 
the  sewage  dump  stations  will  be  affixed,  the  existing  dock  at 
Wayfarers  is  not  located  near  the  boat  ramp  and  is  unsuitable  for 
this  purpose.  The  proposed  project  provides  for  a  new  dock  at 
which  the  dump  station  will  be  located. 

Each  park  unit  also  currently  has  primitive  campsites  (3  0- 
Wayfarers,  26-Elmo,  16-Finley  Point)  on  separate  camp  loops  away 
from  the  boat  access  facilities.  There  are  plywood  and  concrete 
vault  toilets,  flush  toilets,  water  wells,  boat  docks,  and  numerous 
plywood  storage  sheds.  The  shoreline  is  mostly  wooded  with 
Ponderosa  pine,  Douglas-fir,  or  rocky  mountain  juniper  giving  way 
to  open  Palouse  prairie  above  the  lakeshore  at  Elmo. 


Proposed  Improvements 

The  proposed  improvements  are  for  the  installation  of  motorboat 
sewage  dump  station  facilities  at  the  Wayfarers,  Elmo,  and  Finley 
Point  units  of  Flathead  Lake  State  Park.  The  project  will  provide 
utilities  such  as  sewer  lines,  electricity,  water,  and  docks  or 
dock  modifications  as  it  is  necessary  to  mount  the  pumpout 
equipment  in  the  deepest  water  available  (preferably  6  to  8  feet) 
to  accommodate  the  deep  drafts  of  the  larger  boats. 

At  Wayfarers  the  project  will  provide  a  dock  and  dock-mounted  boat 
sewage  dump  station  with  underground  electricity,  potable  water, 
sewer  line,  sewage  lift  station,  and  force  main  sewer  connection. 

At  Elmo  the  project  will  provide  a  dock-mounted  boat  sewage  dump 
station  on  an  existing  dock  with  underground  electricity,  potable 
water,  sewer  line,  sewage  pump  and  sewer  connection. 

At  Finley  Point  the  project  will  provide  a  dock-mounted  or  portable 
boat  sewage  dump  station  on  an  existing  dock  with  underground 
electricity,  potable  water,  sewer  line,  sewage  pump  and  holding 
tank.  A  portable  unit  would  allow  service  of  several  slips  without 
moving  the  boats. 

Improvements  will  include  the  items  at  the  approximate  estimated 
costs  and  quantities  shown  in  the  table  included  as  Appendix  E. 
Site  Plans  for 'the  proposed  improvements  are  included  as  Appendix 
F. 


V.     LOCATION 

A  location  map  is  included  as  Appendix  G. 

The  68.42  acre  Wayfarers  unit  of  Flathead  Lake  State  Park  is 
located  in  Flathead  County  on  the  northeast  shore  of  Flathead  Lake, 
approximately  one  mile  southwest  of  the  Town  of  Bigfork.  The  park 
is  18  miles  southeast  of  Kalispell  and  34  miles  north  of  Poison,  in 
Section  36,  T27N,  R20W,  M.P.M. 

The  39.59  acre  Elmo  unit  of  Flathead  Lake  State  Park  which  is 
located  in  Lake  County  on  the  northwest  shore  of  Flathead  Lake's 
Big  Arm  Bay,  one  mile  east  of  the  Town  of  Elmo.  The  park  is  34 
miles  south  of  Kalispell  and  17  miles  north  of  Poison,  in  Section 
18,  T24N,  R21W,  M.P.M. 

The  23.83  acre  Finley  Point  unit  of  Flathead  Lake  State  Park  is 
located  in  Lake  County  on  the  southwest  shore  of  Flathead  Lake,  10 
miles  north  of  the  City  of  Poison.  The  park  is  29  miles  south  of 
Bigfork,  in  Section  18,  T23N,  R19W,  M.P.M. 
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VI.       SCHEDULE 

USFWS  approval  September  1992 

Consultant  selected  September  1992 

Design  completed  October  1992 

Permits  approved  November  1992 

Construction  contract  bid/award  December  1992 

Construction  completed  November  1993 

Project  close-out  December  1993 


VII.      RELATION  TO  OTHER  FEDERAL  PROJECTS 

This  project  relates  to: 

F-46-R       Statewide  Fisheries  Investigations,  Job  Il-a; 
F-57-D(MA)   Finley  Point  Boat  Access;  and 
F-66-D(MA)   Wayfarer's  Boat  Access. 


APPENDICES 

A  -  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  Panels  175,  200,  2315 

B  -  Soil  Conservation  Service  Clearance  request/Form  #AD-1006 

C  -  State  Historic  Preservation  Office  clearance  letters 

D  -  Statement  of  Assurances 

E  -  Estimated  Cost  and  Quantity  of  Work  Items 

F  -  Site  Plans 

G  -  Location  Map 
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